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Basin Ecological Management Zone Vision states that “ [1]estoring habitat in Butte Cresk would allow
the sprise-run and fall-run chinpok population to achieve increased annual spawning populations”™
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recreation and commercial species. CALFED recoverv poals for spring=run chinook salmon call for
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BUTTECREEK

WATERASHED CORSERVANCY
P.O. Box 1611, Chico CA 95927-1611

April 14, 1999

CALFED Bay-Delta Program Office
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California 93814

‘Subject: Support for 1999 CALFED Bay-Delta ERPP Proposal

Dear Review Panel:

In anticipation of the 1999 CALFED ERPP Proposal Solicitation Package, the Butte Creek Watershed
Conservancy, the County of Buite, and the University Foundation C8U, Chico have collaborated to -
prepare the attached proposal: Butte Creek Acquisition, Revegetation, and Restoration Assessment
Project. The Buite Creek Watershed Conservancy has worked with all of the relevant stakeholder groups
to develop the aftached comprehensive project for this important watershed. This project will go a long
way towards meeting the Iong-term objectives of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program to restore ecological
health and improve water manageinent for beneficial uses of the Bay-Delta system. If you have any
questions regarding the Conservancy’s support for this proposaL please feel free to-call the office at

530- 893 5309,

" For the Conservancy,

James Charles (Chuck) Kutz S
Chairman, Board of Diractors, Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy

cc; USFS (Russ Volke)

Butie County Water Division (Vwk1 Newlin}
CSU, Chico BCWP (Dr. Donald Holtg:neve)
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‘Title Page

Title of Project

Butte Creek Acquisition, Revegetation, and
Restoration Assessment Project

University Rescarch Foundation, California State University, Chico
Jeff Wright, Director

Californig State Universily, Chico CA  95929-0425
530-898-5700 FAX: 530-898-6804 jwright@esuchico.edu

on behalf of

Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy

Watcrshed Coordinator: Brendan Vieg

P.0. Box 1611, Chico, California 95927

530-893-5399 FAX: 530-893-3399 vieg@ecst.csuchico.edu

County of Butte, Board of Supervisors
Chairman: Jane Dolan

County Building, 25 County Center I}nve
Chico, California 95966

Project Participants and Collaborators

Butte Creck Watershed Conservancy University Research Foundation, CSU C]nco
County of Butte Butte Creek Education Project
Durham Mutual Water Company M&T Ranch

Type of Organization and Tax Status

University Rescarch Foundation, CSU, Chico

Auxiliary organization of CSU, Chico as provided for in the Calif. Education Code, Title 5.
Tax Status: Non-prolit educational corporation 501(c)3

Tax Identification Number
Research Foundation, CSU, Chico: 68-0386518
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Executive Summary

Project Title and Applicant Name

Butte Creek Acquisition, Revegetation, and Restoration Assessment Project

California State University, Chico, Research Foundation on behaif of Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy

Project Location, Description, and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives

The location of the project is the Buite Creek watershed, Butte County (see attachment A). The specific
location is approximatcly 2.5 miles southeast of the City of Chico (gcg attachment B) in the lower canyon
reach of Butte Creek. The Butte Creek Feological Preserve consists of three semi-contiguous units (Honey
Rur, Canyon Unit, Virgin Valley Unit). In December 1998, California State University, Chico (CSU, Chico)
Research Foundation purchased the 93-acre Honey Run Unit from willing seller John McAmis, Historically,
the site was extensively mined for gravel and then went through several planned development phases, from a
sixteen-lot split to a final approved subdivision of four exclusive lots with extensive roads and development,
The Virgin Valley Unit and the Canyon Unit are owned by the Department of Fish and Game (DFG) and
have recently been placed into.joint munagement responsibility between DFG and CSU, Chico through a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) (seg attachment C). Due to budgetary constraints, DFG has no
maintenance or enhancement funds for these properties. The three Units total approximately 375 acres.
Finally, this reach has extensive rip-rap material {approximately 3,800 feet) placed along the banks to protect
human life, the ecnvironment, and impartant propetty values {gee attachment B). The floods of 1997 ravaged
this alluvial reach of Butte Creek. During high water, the stream reclaitned an old channel bed and
devastated large tracts of riparian forest. As part of the NRCS Emergency Walershed Program, rip-rap was
placed to protect human life, the environment, and property, while the stream was returmed io ils pre-flood
coursc to provide flows to the Parrott-Phelan Diversion structure, Besides Parrott-Phelan, this section of
stream 1s also the location of the Durham Mutual Diversion Dam (both struclures were recently upgraded
with high flow fish ladders and screens). All of the Units arc located cast of Highway 99 and are easily
accessible either via Honey Run Road or Highway 99.

This project will develop a unified management plan designed to protect, Testore, and enhance approximately
4 miles of prime migratory, holding, and spawning habitat for the California threatened spring-run chinook
salmon, {all-run chinook salmon, and the federally listed threatened steelhead trout. Additionalty, the area is
a migration and nesting arga {or threatened avian species including the bald eagle, Swainson’s hawk, and
nurnerous species of neotropical migrant birds. The proposal will be carried out in 4 phases: 1) acquisition
from a willing seller of an approximately 9-acre parcel that will further connect and protect the semi-
contiguous riparian corridor (ggg attachment B); 2} identification and removal of exotic species of flora; £}
revegelation of cxtensive areas of tip-rap and designated upland areas; 4) development of a comprehensive
restoration strategy utilizing information derived from a Stream Evafuation Program being conducted by the
California Department o Fish and Game, the in-progress Fluvial Geomorphology Study partnering CSU,
Chico and Matt Kondolf, Ph.DD., a review of property management plans prepared CSU, Chico, and results of
a pilot study investigating a methodology for establishing riparian vegetation on cobble fields to be
coordinated by Restoration Ecologist Thomas Griggs, Ph.D.

The exotic vegetation removal, riparian corridor property acquisition, and restoration implementation phases
of this project will provide a framework for cooperative and unilied management of the Butte Creek
properties by CSU, Chico, the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy, and DFG. The restoralion
implementation plan will emphasize fish and wildlife species and their habitats, including shaded riverine
aquatic (SRA) habitat, cottonwood and oak riparian habitats, blue oak woodland habitat, mixed chaparral
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habitat, and annual grassland habitat. Additionally, management will encompass providing limited,
irproved public access along the carridor. Managenient issues such as control of non-native species,
restoration of impactled habitats, and use of the propertics as educational resources are best addressed with a
partnership approach. Finally, the pilot study investigating 2 methodology for establishing riparian plants on
existing cobble fields left over from historic hydraulic and gravel mining will be applicable for restoration of
cobble fields on other Central Valley streams (e.g., Yuba River, Tuolumne River, stc.).

Compatibility with CALFED Objectives

Butte Creek is onc of the most significant tributaries of the Sacramento River that provides important habitat
to many aquatic and terrestrial species including the spring-run chinook salmon, fall-run chinook salmon and
steelhead trout (all CALFED 1% Tier Priority Species). 1t is the largest of the four remaining tributaries that
support spring-run salmon, which were recently listed as threatened under the California Endangered Species
Act. FY ’97 and FY "98 CALFED Restoration Coordination Program funds have been provided for the
acquisition and restoration of riparian habitat along Butte Creck (SPER, Chapt. 6: Stage I Action Plan—
Sacramento River Basin, Revised Drafi: February 1999, p. 80). This finding has been made available
hecause it meets the CALFED goals to restore upper watershed processes that protect, restore, and maintain
ecelogical functions and processes that create habitats for species that depend on the Delta, and reduce or
eliminatc stressors that impair their survival. Momentous local support and cooperation to expand these
CALFED restoration activities is representative of the collaboralors on this project proposal. Now is the
time to continue support for the following CATLFED’s ERPP goals for the Butte Basin. Butte Creek Stage |
Actions for the Siraregic Plan suggesl crealing cooperalive parinerships between the Butte Creck Watershed
Conservancy and local, state, and federal agencies in developing and implementing strategies “to protect and
restorc riparian habitat to improve base Nows, and to reduce water iemperatures” (SPER, Butie Creek Stage 1
Actions, Action 3, p. 79). Volume II; ERPP-Butte Basin Ecological Management Zone Vision statcs that
“[r]estoring habitat in Butte Creek would allow the spring-run and fall-run chinook population to achieve
increased annual spawning populations™ (Vel. Il ERPP, February 1999, p. 261).

Budget Costs and Third Party Impacts
Applicant requests $446,433 over the course of 3 years upon contract signature. No negative third pa.rty
impacts would be realized from this project.

Applicant Qualifications

The C5U, Chico Research Foundation, the Buite Creck Watershed Conserv ancy, and the Buite Creek
Watershed Project in the CSU, Chico Department of Geography and Planning, have successfully cooperated
on several projects in the Buite Creek walershed. Complele qualifications for each cntity can be found in the
Project Description section of this proposal.

Monitoring and Data Evaluation
Extensive monitoring is planned for this project. Please refer to the Monitoring and Data Evaluation
heading of the Project Descriptior section of this proposal for complete details.

Local Support/Coordination with other Programs

The project will complement and build upon several ongoing and proposed collaborative planning and
implementation projects within the watershed. See the Project Description section of this proposal for a
complete listing ol thosc coordinated projects.
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Project Description

Proposed Scope of Work

This project will initiate a unified management plan designed to protect, restore, and enhance approximately
4 miles of prime migratory, holding, and spawning habitat for the California threatened spring-run chinook
salmon, fall-run chinoock salmon, and the federally listed steelhead trout. Additionally, the area is a
migration and nesting area for threatened avian species including the bald eagle and Swainson’s hawk. The

proposal will he carried cut in 4 phases: 1) acquisition from a willing seller of an approximately 9-acre parcel -

that will further connect and protect the semi-contiguous riparian corfidor (gee attachment B); 2)
identification and removal of exotic specics of flora; 3) revegctation of extensive arcas of rip-rap and
designated upland areas; 4) development of a comprehensive restoration strategy. Each Phase of this project,
although intcrrelated with the other Phases, is autonomous and may be funded separately. The collaborating’
parties hope to see afl Phases funded in order to initiate a comprehensive enhancement of this important 4-
mile riparian reach of Buttc Creek.

Phase T — Acquisition ol Approximately $-acre Myers Parcel.
Scheduled Timeframe: October 1999 — Tune 2000

Task 1 A cooperative effort between the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy and CSU, Chico Lo
purchasc an additional piece of stream-side property from a willing seller to farther connect the 4 mile semi-
contiguous riparian habitat and to protect the floodplain in perpetuity from future development, Attached is a
signed letter of intent between Linda Myers (seller) and the Bulte Cresk Watershed Conservancy (buyer) (sce
attachment D). This acquisition will further conneet the mosaic of riparian habitats found in this reach of
Butte Creck. The Research Foundation, through the Department of Geography and Planning wilt complete a
Phase I Environmental Assessment (EA) which complies with the American Society for Testing and
Matcrials (ASTM) Standard E1527-97, the Standard Practice for Environmental Assessments: Phase T
Environmental Site Assessment Process. Once complete, the document will be reviewed by qualified
CALFED personnet to ensure compliance with ASTM standards.

The Real Estate Division of the State Department of General Services will perform an appraisal
review. The cost of this review, estimated to be $1000, will be added to the existing budget. The Butte
Creek Watershed Conservancy will take title to property by fee acquisition and will enter into the existing
MOU hetween CSU, Chico and DFG for cooperatively managing all of the propertics that constitute the
Butle Creck Ecological Preserve. Deed restrictions will protect the property from future development.
Deliverable: Copy of Appraisal, Copy of Appraisal Review by the Real Eslale Services Division of the State
Department of General Services, Copy of Phase I EA for agency personnel review, Draft of conservation
restrictions and management obligations of the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy for the Myers property
acquisition, Copy of Deed Restrictions, Copy of the Title after escrow closes.

Phase II -- Idenlification and Removal of Non-Native Flora.
Schednled Timeframe: October 1999 -- March 2001

Task 1 The Butte Creek Ecological Prescrve supports several riparian communities including gravel
and sand bars, willow serub, cottanwood forest, white alder forest, and several species of cak woodland.
However, due to past disturbances and the close proximily lo residential areas, recent graduate student flora
assessments have detailed an unusually high percentage (44%) of non-native species. Major exolic species
identified are star thistle (Cenraurea solsfifialis), tree-of-heaven (dilanthus altissima), Scotch broom (Cyrisus
scoparius), Spanish broom {Spartium jurceun), and Himalaya berry (Rubus discolor). The first task will
entail a full-scale field survey and mapping to identify areas infested with exotics. The Virgin Valley Unit
" has been mapped already. :
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Deliverable: Fxotic Species Identification Report

Task 2 — Development of Exotic Species Eradication Plan that includes treatment locations and
methods (binlogical, chemical, and mechanical). Non-native control methods will be less harmful te the
native species presenl han the ecological disruption caused by the invading species.

Deliverable: Exatic Species Eradication Plan.

Task 3 — Prepare environmental review and documentation as required by CEQA. Implement
eradication plan utilizing Americorps workers and locally erganized volunteers. Non-native vegetation may
provide cover and food for wildlife species. Therefére, the eradication program will consider the impact to
wildlife populations, and may be carried out in phases.

Task 4 -- Perform follow-up eradication six months after initial cradication. Conduct a post-project
evaluation of the native and non-native plants that re-colonize in the treatment areas.

Deliverable: Final Report documenting the extent of exotic flora on the Butte Creek Ecological Preserve.

Phase I1I — Revegetation of Extensively Rip-Rapped Areas and Designated Upland Areas.
Scheduléd Timeframe: October 1999 — Qctober 2000

Task 1 — During the high flows of the 1997 floods, Butie Creek reclaimed an o]d channel leaving a
stretch of the old siream channel (site of an important agricultural diversion) dry and placing a major housing
development in jecopardy of future flooding. Butte County’s Office of Emergency Services, under the NRCS
Emergency Watershed Program, excavated and returned Butte Creek to its former channel and stabilized
three separate sites with approximatcly 3,800 fect of rip-rap. Limited funds arc available for revegetating
these sites and currently the areas remain predominantly deveid of vegetation, The first task of this phase of
the praject is developing a revegetation plan specific to initiating riparian plant cuttings o the rip-rap
material. Additionally, through preliminary on-site and acrial photo analysis, Matt Kondolf, Ph.D., has
determined that several upland areas are good candidates for revegetation (geg attachment E).
Deliverable: Rip-rap and Designated Upland Area Revegetation Plan

Task 2 — Under the supervision the Butte County Office of Emergency Services, the Butte Creek
Watershed Conservancy and CSU, Chico will work together to coltect and purchasc cuttings and seed stock
from the Bulte Creek Ecological Preserve, CSU, Chico University Farm, and local native plant nurseries,
Additionally, the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy expects to receive over 800 riparian species seedling
from the National Tree Trust program. Butte County has allocated approximately $4,000/ycar ovér 3 years
for the revegctation project. The goal is to produce 7,600 plants. When the 3,800 feet of rock matertal are
planted with the 7,600 plants, there will be approximately two trees or shrubs per foot of rip-rap. CSU,
Chico and the Conservancy will coardinate Americorps workers and volunteers in the revegetation effort,
including the designated upland areas. Imporl of soil and development of an irrigation system are necessary
for site-specific areas that are not connected to the water table. This is a novel approach to planting an
existing arca of rip-rap. Tt will be a useful demonsiration of its value to other projects in the Sacramento
Valley.
Deliverable: Revegetation of previ ouslv barren, rip-rapped streambank and designated upland areas.

Phase IV - Develop a Consensus-Based Comprehensive Restoration Strategy and Plan for the Butte Creek
Ecological Preserve.

Scheduled Timeframe: October 1999 - Junc 2001

Task 1 — Initiate a pilot study to determine the best methods lo encourage capture of native trec and
shrubs seeds (Fremont coltonwood, arroye willow, Sandbar willow, white alder), their germination and their
growth as SRA habitat on cobble-fields fram historic mining activities. An excavator and bull-dozer will be
used to create bays within the cobble-field and small terraces along its edge where naturally dispersed seed
will [ail. Careful monitoring of flows and elevations of water surface al the limes of sced dispersal, seed
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germination, and the raie at which the flows decline over the summer will resull in a quantified prescription
for manicuring cobble fields to promote their revegetation. The study will provide new information for
develeping adaptive management stratewies for creating SRA habitat and stabilizing the cobble fields,
Studies similar to this have been carried out on the Migsouri River and the Platte River, however, none have
happened in California with Fremont’s cottonwood.

Deliverable: Report with a Quantified Prescription for Cobble-Field Restoration and Management.

' Task 2 — A Restoration Strategy will be developed utilizing information derived from the Aquaric
Habitat and Stream Evaluation Program heing conducted by a team consisting of DFG and TUUSFWS staff,
the in-progress Fluvial Geomorphology Sludy partnering CSU, Chico and Matt Kondolf, Ph.D., review of
properly managcment plans prepared by DFG and CSU, Chico, and results of the pilot study investigating a
methodology for cstablishing Shaded Riverine Aquatic vegetation on cohble fields. All of the previous
studies will provide important dala and recommendations [or restoration efforts. A restoration committee
will be developed with kev individuals from the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy, CSU, Chieo, the
County of Butte, and DIFG. This restoration committee will utilize results of these studies and emphasizc
ecosystem proccsses using natural self-sustaining methods to develop a resvoration strategy that enhances
aquatic species habitat, stabilizes sireambanks, and provides for flood control measures. Ultimately, once the
comprehensive restoration strategy is complete, the collaborating parties w111 seek to leverage funds from
multiple sources for implementation of the restoration strategy.

Deliverable: Comprehensive Butte Creek Ecological Preserve Restoration Plan for the Entire Reach,
Tncluding Riparian Conununitics (SRA}, Chaparral, Oak Woodland, and Grassland Communities.

Project Management Phase — Managerial Oversight ol Project.
Scheduled Timeframe: Length of Project

Task 1 - Throughonut the life of the project there will be substantial administrative duties including,
but not limited to, quartcrly reporting, attendance at anmual CALFED meetings, and general project
management and coordination with the multiple collaborating entities.
Deliverable: Quarterly Reports, Final Report, and suceessful completion of project.

Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project
The location of the praject is the Butte Creek walershed, Butle Counly (see attachiment A). The specific
location is approximately 2.5 miles southeast of the City of Chico (sce attachment B) in the lower canyon
reach of Butte Creek. The Butte Creek Ecological Preserve consists of three semi-contiguous units (Honey
Run Unit, Canyon Unit, Virgin Valley Unit). In December 1998, the CSU, Chico Research Foundation
purchased the 90+ acre Honey Run Unitl from willing seller John McAmis. Historically, this site was mirned
for pravel and then went through several planned development phases including a sixteen-lot splil to a {inal
approved subdivision ol four exclusive lots with extensive roads and development. The Virgin Valiey Unit
and the Canyon Unit are owned by DFG and have recently bean placed into joint management responsibility
between DFG and CSU, Chico through a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) (gee attachment C). Due
to budgetary constrainis, DFG has no maintenance or enhancement funds for these properties. The three
Units total approximately 375 acres, The plarmed 9-acre Myers Property acquisition (seg attachment B)
would be a key piece for further connecting and protecting this imporiant riparian zone. Additionally, this
stretch has extensive rip-rap material (approximately 3,800 feet) placed along the banks to protect human
life, the environment, and important property values (sge attachment B). Finally, this section of stream is also
the location of the Parrott-Phelan and Durham Mutual Diversion Dams (two agricultural structures that were
recently upgraded with high flow fish ladders and screens). A collaborative restoration assessment
addressing these ecological properties, diversion structures, and flood control measvres will benefit the
myriad beneficial uses along this veach of Butte Creek.

G
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Ecological/Biological Benefits

Ecological/Biological Objectives and Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives

Butte Creck is an important resource that supports several priority species and habitats. Within the Central
Valley, spring-run chinook salmen, fall-run chinook salmon, and steelhead trout and their associated aquatic
and shaded riverine aquatic habitats have heen in decline for many years. ‘Butte Creek contains 20+ miles of
critical spawning and holding habitat for all three of these specics, which have been listed or recommended
for listing under both the California and Federal Endangered Species Acts. The key to sustaining and
restoring healthy papulations of these fish is protecting and restoring the habitats upon which they depend.
DFG has delermined that the Buite Creek Ecological Preserve has extreme value in terms of providing
wildlife habitat and protection of critical shaded riverine and aquatic resources. The project proposal
supporls several actions and evaluations for Butte Creek found in the USFWS Revised Draft Restoration
Plan for the Anadromons Fish Restoration Program. This project will develop and demonstrate '
collaborative strategies of channel and floodplain management, resulling in improvements for riparian plant
species and watcr quality that would help to cool the stream, filter urban ninoff, capture large woedy debris,
and mereasc water storage and groundwater recharge capabilitiss. The proposal provides benefits (or other
CALFED objectives including water quality, water storage, waler lemperature, and public cducation.
Grassroots involvement will help to develop a stronger sense of stewardship for these areas. The unified
partnership of CSU, Chico and the Conservancy will ensurs that this proposal, as well as the long-term
management ol the Butte Creek Ecological Preserve, will be self-sustaining. These entities are dedicated to
utilizing new information and applying it to adaptive management strategies for better preserving Butte
Creek’s resources. Where appropriate, a hypothesis has been presented for specific Phases of this project and
can be found in the Monitoring Section of this proposal. '

Linkages

FY 97 and FY "98 CALFED Restoration Coordination Program funds have been provided for the
acquisition and resloration of riparian habitat along Butte Creek (SPER, Chapt. 6. Stage I Action Plan—
Sceramenio River Basin, Revised Draft: February 1999, p. 8. Funding for the MceAmis Property from four
different sources (NFWF, CALFED, USFWS, DFG, WCB) substantially expanded the contiguous riparian
habitat protected under the Butte Creek Ecological Preserve and initipted the signing of an MOU between
CSU, Chico and DFG for joint management responsibilities for the two DFG-owned canyon units. CALFED
funding financed the Fluvial Geomorphology study being conducted by Matt Kondolf, Ph.D. The results of
that study will be a major component of the overall restoration strategy of this proposal. Funding for the
development of the Butle Creek Watershed Management Strategy from five different groups (CALFED,
USFWS, NFWF, and Met Water) has provided the synergy and established the pattnerships to bring this
collaborative restoration proposal back to CALFED for funding.

Previous funding has been made available because it meets CALFED goals of restoring upper watershed
processes that protect, restore, and maintain ccological functions and processes that create habitats for
species that depend on the Delta, and reduce or eliminate stressors that impair their survival. Momentous
local support and cooperation to expand these CALFED restoration activities is representative of the
collaborators on this projcct proposal. It is appropriate for CALFED to continue financial and technical
support for its ERPP goals for the Butle Basin. Butle Creek Stage 1 Actions for the Strafegie Plan suggest
creating cooperative parinerships between the Butte Creck Watershed Conservancy and local, state, and
federal agencies in developing and implementing strategies “to protect and reslore riparian habitat to improve
base flows, and to reduce waier lemperatures” (SPER, Bulte Creek Stage | Actions, Action 3, p. 79). Volume
II: ERPP—Butte Basin Ecclogical Managemenl Zone Vision states that *‘[r]estoring habitat in Butte Creek
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would allow the spring-run and fall-run chinock population to achieve increased annual spawning
popwlations™ (Vol. I ERPP, February 1989, p. 261). Many directed benefits arise from protecting a wide
array of habitats, including the recovery of endangered species and the production of economically imporiant
recreation and commercial species. CALFED recovery goals for spring-run chinook salmon call for
restoring and protecting “natal, rearing, and migratory streams within the Sacramento River Basin” (Vol. {
ERPP, February 1999, p. 217). In order to increase natural food web productivity and increase populations
of desired fish and wildlife species, CALFED calls for the elimination, “or control to a level of litfle
gignificance, all undesirable non-native speeies, where [easible” (Ful, F ERPP, February 1999, p. 451). This
proposal clearly meets CALFED’s goals, but pethaps more importantly it brings together new partners
willing to work logether in the watcrshed planning process.

System-Wide Fcosystem Benefits

Current efforts on Butte Creek that meet CALFED objectives and that provide synergy for this
comprehensive restoration project are directed towards reduction of entrainment of sakmonid juveniles,
increased instreamn flows, improvement ol adult anadromous [ish passage, and protection of riparian habitat,
In 1996, the Conservancy initiated and circuiated a MOU to local, state, and federal agencies and other
interested parties that focused on seeking cooperalive solutions to restore and protect chinook salmon in
Butle Creek. The Conservancy, working with the CSU, Chico, 1s developing a Watcrshed Management
Stratogy, central to which will be the enhancement and protection of Buite Creel’s natural resources.

In addition to the efforts of the Conservancy, the agricultural community has undertaken substantial
restoration activity, As aresult of the M&T pump relocation on Big Chico Cregk, a component of the
project was an agreement to modify diversions from Butte Creek during certain key months to protect
anadromous fish in Butte Creek. Under the agreement, up to 40 cfs of flow will be lefl in Butte Creck from
October 1 through June 30 of each year. During 1994, the first fish screen on a Butte Creek diversion was
installed at the Parroti-Phelan Diversion. Following installation of the fish screen in 1995, a new and
improved fish ladder was constructed. During 1997, an inverted siphon was constructed under Butte Creek
to convey flows delivered from the Feather River to the Western Canal Water Digtriet, initiating the remaval
of lour additional agricultural structures. Three additional diversion dams (Durham Mutual, Adams, and
Gorrill) along the valley reach of Butte Creck have additionally seen new fish screens and fish ladders.

Anothet USFWS-lunded effort within the watershed is the Keeney Project. This project intends to restore 56
acres of almond orchard, located hetween the levees of Butte Creek near the Midway, to shaded riverine
aquatic and native riparian habitat. The Center for Natural Lands Management has purchased the land and is
managing the restoration effort utilizing a nursery stock of native plants from sources local to the site. Soine
of this native nursery stock may he psed to help revegetate arcas in the Butte Creck Ecelogical Preserve

Another significant effort is underway in the lower part of the Butte Creek system. Ducks Unlimited, Inc.
and the California Waterfowl Association, with funding from the CVPIA Aradromous Fish Restoration
Program, are working with local landowners along the lower reaches of Butte Creek to initiate a program to
improve {ish passage through the Butte Sink and Sutter Bypass. All of these collaborative planning and
implementation projects are geared towards successlully moving CALFED species of concern through the
system. This proposal is meant to provide these special species with the best possible migrating, holding,
and spawning habitat once they have circumvented and overcome the numerous natural and anthropogenic
stressors found in the ocean, the Delta, the Sacramento River, and the lower sections of Butte Creek.

- Technical Feasnblllty and Timing
The alternative to this proposal is to de nothing at all. Considering the past successes of tiiis restoration
8
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_ alternative, it seems even morc justiticd to move forward with this collaborative proposal. The timing for the
project is ideal and it provides continuity and synergy with olher ongoing and proposed projects. Depending

on the specifics of the revegetation efforts, a §404 US Army Corps of Engineers certification, §401 Regional

Water Quality Control Board certification, and a DF(G Streambed Alteration Agreement may be required.

Monitoring and Data Collection Methodology

Biological/Ecological Objectives o :

The abjective of this proposal is to restore native biological communities on this severely impacted reach of
Butte Creek. Certain tasks (see Table 2) will require monitoring of either revegetation (planting) success or
the results of experimental manipulations. For example, the revegetation of the 3,800 fcet of rip-rap (Phase
Ty will be moenitored for both horticultural success, as percent survival of installed cuttings, and for the

proportion of the rip-rapped bank that is covered by these survivors as a measure of the potential SRA habitat-

restorad. The cobble-field restoration feasibility study (Phase IV) will require careful and timely visits by the
moritor to quantify flows, depths, seedling establishment, and growth.

Monitoring Parameters and Data Collection Approach

Each task listed in the Proposed Scope of Work section will be monitored 1o ensure its timely implementation
and completion. Monitoring will continue for the 3 year life of this grant. Monitoring plots and ransects
will bc permanently marked Lo facilitate [uture (post-project) monitoring when future funding becomes
available. The monitoring program will follow CMARP.

Data Evaluation Approach
Reports will be generated for the appropriate tasks on an annual basis,

Table 2. Monitoring and Data Collection Information

1) Biological /Eeological Objectives

Hypothesis/Question 10 be  * Menitoring Parameter(s) Data Evaluation Approach Comments/Data Priority
Fvaluated | and Data Cellection .

Approach
Thase ¥l Remeve Exotic Survey of locations of exotic | Detailed map ) Report on extent or
Flora Task 1 plants coverage by exotic plants
Phase II. Task 2. Develop . ‘ Exotic plant eradication
Plan plan
Phase TI. Task 3. Implement Percent of mapped exotics that
Plan are treated )

Phase [1. Task 4, Follow-up | Evalvate results from Task 3 Percent of mapped exotics that | Final Report documenting

Treatment are treated result with
recommendations

Phase [1L Revegetation of : Revegetarion Plan for rip-

New Rip-Rap. Task 1. rap

Develop Plan
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Phase [Il. Fask 2. Tmplement.
Plan

Survival by specics

‘Pereent survival; Perceni of
linear rip-rap with hvmg
plants

‘Phase [V, Task L. Pilot -
- | Study w Develop Methods
for Cobble-Field Restoration

Flows; depths At time of
secd-fall; eslablishinent and
growth of seedlings

Survival by specics relative to
flows, elevation above
.channel, and substrate

Final report -

Phase IV. Cémprehensive
"| Restoration Strategy and
Plan. Task 2. Compile Plan

“Survey of specific repo.rts

Specitic locations for’
restoration of vegetation

Local Involvement

This is collaboralive and coordinated project involving all of the affected and mteresl.ed parties, 1ncludmg thf:
Butte Creck Watershed Conservancy, County of Butte, CSU, Chico, Durham Murual Water District, and
M&T Ranch. All parties are enthusiastic and interested in working together in this importast planning and ©

_ implementation process. Butte County's Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission have been notified
in writing of this project (se& atiachment F). More importaatly, however, Butte County has been involved-in
the development of the project’s scope of work. Potentially, smaller adjacent landowners may need to be
"contacted with regard to the nature of revegetation or non-native removal work bcmg condl.lcted Thcse

contacts would be made when approprlatc

Co.s‘ts'aﬁd- Schedule to Implement Propo'sed Project .

Table 3. Budget Costs -

Project Direct Direct:_ | service Materials 'Miscelianéuus 'Ovarhéaﬁ Total
Phase and - [ Labor Balaries and | Contracts - |'and and Other . Labor Costs
Task - | Hours** Benefits Acquisition | Direct Costs . . | (general, )
R Contragts : ] adminandfee. | -
Phase [ 100 howrs $4,890 ¥2.800 -1 $150,000 ) $400 51,582 $159,672
Bhase 1 3400 hours | $44,855 $30,000 §13,500 $1.000 515,781 TT03.298"
Phase 0| 950 Fouss | $24,350 $20,000 16,000 1,000 57,787 17563,037
[Phase V- 1630 hours | $33,048 $28,876 o 1,000 §10,744 594,664
Project 800 hours .| 521,091 . | $2,800 0 1514,300 :35,717 $44,908
Management, - R : 5
Total 6,300 SI28,T74 £84.475 £173,500 $17,700 $42.691 246,541
Task hours : :

*h LaBor costs will be significantly offset with the'use of volunteers.

10
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Table 4. Quarterly Budget FY 1999

Quarterly Budget

Quarterly Budget

Phase Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Total Budget
Oct. - Dec. 1999 Jan. - Mar. 2000 Apr, - June 2000 July - Scpt. 2000 | gy 1999

Phase | $153,224.00 $3.224.00 $3,224.00 0 .$159,6‘?2.DG

Fhase 11 $13,154.50 $13,154.50 313,154 50 T $13,134.50 . T5561E00

Phase T $10,509.66 $10,502.66 310,509-.66 510,509.66 $42.038.64

Phase IV | $7,366.80 $7,366.80 $7.366.80 $7,366.80. $29.467.20

Froject $4,4950.90 YT $4,45050 $£,450.00 $17,063.60

Management .

Total £188,743.85 $38,745.860 $38,745.85 : $35,521.86 -$361,739.44

Takle 4. cont. Quarterly Budget FY 2000

Phase Cuarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget CQuarterly Budget | Totai Budget

| Get. - Dec. 2000 Jan. - Mar. 2001 Apr. = June 2001 July - Sept. 2001 | py 7000

Phase 1 0 ] ] o )

Phase 11 T¥13.154.50 [513,154.50 $13,154.50 513,154.50 T32.618.00
| Phase ITT $10,309.66 $10,509.66 i 0 521,019.32
{Phase IV $7.366.80 $7,366.80 $7_,366~80 : $7,366.80 . $29,467.20

Froject $4,250,90 $4,490.90 %4,490.90 54,450.90 . S17,963.60

Management . S .

Total $35,521.86 $35,521.86 535,01220 $23,012.20 £121,068.12

11
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_ Table 4. cont. Quarterly Budget Fy Z001 .

Quat‘ter_l}' Budget

) Qﬁﬁerly Budget

Ph Quarterly Budget ~ | Cuarterly Budget Total Budget
ase Oct.-Dec. 2001 - | Jan. = Mar. 2002 | Apr. - June 2002 | July — Sept. 2002 | gy 2001 - -
FrawT [ ' 0 ' 5 ) L
APl [0 N R L |0
Phase L J 0 SEEE T B o 0
Phase IV [ 5736680 . 3736880 o Te T [SEmen
Frojess | SAA%90 T SEASD.50 T 0. [3898180
Management P EE : . PR L S o
Total SITETIC . [SIEsTe | TS0 - [SIT5A0

Schedule Mllestunes

Each Phase of this project, although interrelated with-the othet Phascs, is autonomous and ma.y be funded o

separately. The eollahoraling parties hope to.see all Phases funded 1 in order to initiare a comprchcnswc
enhancement of tlns important 4-m11e rlpa.rlan reach of Buttc Creck. -

.Phase I- Acqulsmon of D-acre My!zrs Parcal : i ’
Task 1- Copy of Appra1sal Copy of Phase I EA ~Con:,cn ation Resmctlons. Copy of Txtle

'Phase I - IdenhﬁLatum and Removal of Non-Native Flora
Task 1 = Exotic Species Identification Repert
"Task 2 - Exotic Species Eradlcatlon Plan -
Task 3 - WA _ . - : -
Task 4- Final Report documentmg percentage of Exotlc FIora on 'Preserve L

Phase¢ 111 - R‘eveg’etatlon of Rip-Rapped and Upland Arcas

Task 1 - Rip-Rap and Upland Revegetanon Plan

Task 2-NA - _
- Phase IV - Resturatlon Strategy for Butte Creek Ecologlcal Preserve . :
Task 1 - Report with a Quantied Prescription for Cobble-Field } ‘V[anagemem B

Task 2 — Create Restoration Committee and Develop Comprehensive Restoration Plan

Project Management Phuse
Task1 - Quarterly Reports and Final Rﬂport

12
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Cost Sharing

The real cost of such a comprehensive project would be substantially more than the suggested budget. A
great deal of the cost has been augmented with the time and materials volunteered by individuals from the
County of Butte, the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy, M&T Ranch, and Durham Mutual Water
Company, particularly during the restoration strategy development phase of this project. For Phase [T of this
project, the County of Butte, Office of Emergency Services will provide $4,000 per vear for 3 years for
revegetation of the NRCS, Emergency Watershed Program rip-rap arcas. Additionally, a significant amount
" of labor time associated with exotic removal and revegetation efforts throughout the 1ife of the project will be
offset with the use of local volunteers and student interns.

Applicant Qualifications

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, CHICO
Statement of Capabilities for Watershed Research and Planning

The protection and enhancement of local creeks and watersheds by local community groups is a high priority
at California State University, Chico. As a part of its community service mission, it is the policy of the
University Research Foundation to organize teams for special projects and to provide the kinds of services
described below.

Facuyléyv: The primary mission of our faculty is teaching our own students. However, with funds generated
from grants and contracts, our fuculty often underlakes research, planning, and other community-based
projects. Faenlty who have particular expertise in watershed research and planning are listed on allached
pages. Faculty can also be of service by supervising intermns and conducting class projccts that relate to the
mission of the watershed protection groups (see below). Environmental education faculty are also available
to assist local school teachers in creating and teaching curricula about our region’s diverse natural
environments,

Project Administration: The Research Foundation, as part of its regular operalion, facilitatcs government
and Foundation funding oppottunities, malees contact with those organizations and provides assistance in
grant proposal writing. Foundation personnel then administer the grant funds, provide auditing, and
bookkeeping functions, and insure compliance with all government regulations and procedures.

Project Oversight: The Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy is a non-profit, landowner organization
that was formed in Septcmber 19935 to encourage watershed-wide cooperation and communication between
residents, landowners, water users, recreational users, and the local, state, and federal agencies working in the
Butie Creek watershed,

Volunteer Administration: The Butte Creek Eduecation Project was established as part of an initial US
Fish and Wildlife Service grant to establish a framework for the articulation of approved walershed education
curriculum in several area school districts. The program has grown to include teachers and students
participating in several restoration projects on Butle Creek that involve Teeslablishing native vegetation that
was scoured away in the 1997 flood.

13
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Project Personnel;

Director:

Manager:

Restoration
Ecologist:

Volunteer
Coordinator:

Dr, Donald Holtgrieve, Professor of Geography and Planning, CSU, Chico. He tcaches
courses in water resources and environmental planning. Dr. Holtgricve has been the recipient
of many grants and awards, with a particular focus on the environment, specifically watet
quality and watershed management. He has cxtensive cxperience in directing grants awarded
by both State and Federal Agencies, as well as official certification in Land Usc,
Trangportation, and Wetlands Planning, Dr. Holtgrieve has supervised over 200 projects over
the last 25 years. As Praject Direclor, Dr. Holtgrieve will provide assurance that adequate
resouvrces arc provided to the project, and will be the first line of communication between
CALFED and CSU, Chico.

Brendan J. Vieg, Watershed Coordinator, Butte Creck Watershed Conservancy. Masters
Program in Resource Management and Environmental Planning, Geography, San Francisco
State University. He worked for the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control
Board/Wetlands Division permitting §401/404 water quality certifications for San Francisco
County. He is the Praject Manager for the Existing Conditions Repori/ Watershed
Management Strategy and the Fluvial Geomorphology Study for Butte Creek.

F. Thomas Griggs, Ph.D., Adjunct Professor, Department of Biological Sciences, CSU,
Chico. Dr. Griggs recently joined CSU, Chico after a 17-year carger with The Nature
Conservancy where he was responsible for land management activitics and managed the
development of riparian forest restoration methods on the Sacramento River over the past 10
vears.

Matt Quinn, Graduale Associale, Walershed Projects, C8UJ, Chico. BA degree in
Geography, CSU, Chico, emphasis on physical geography. He has worked for the Watershed
Projects for the past two years, taking leadership roles in nwmerous projects. He has managed
many tesioration and revegstation projects in the Botte County area, utilizing background
knowledge from two years of managing a landscaping company. Currently he is planning a
public watershed education series as well as working on a road-related sediment study in the
upper watershed of Butte Creek. '
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BUTTE CREEK ECOLOGICAL PRESERVE

124,000
Chico and Hamlin Canyion Ouads:
ONE INCH EQUALS APPROX. 2000 FEET
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
between
California State University, Chico, Research Foundation
and
Stale of California, Department of Fish and Game

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is made between the California State University, Chico, -
Research Foundation (CSUC) and the State of California, Department of Fish and Game (DFQG).

L INTRODUCTION

The cooperative management Canyon Unit and the Virgin Valley Unit of the Butte Creek Ecological
Preserve will protect significant biological resources and connected to the CSUC Ecological Reserve
{higtorically kmow as the McAmis property) wilt provide consistent management and protection for three
and a half miles of Butte Creek. This riparian corridor has rich ecological resources such as cottonwood
riparian, cak riparian, and oak, pine, mixed chaparral, These lands are part of the migration, holding and
spavming corridor for threatened aquatic species such as spring run chinook and steelhead trout and
migration, and nesting areas for threatened avian species such as bald cagles and Swainson’s hawks. It is
also habitat for many native populiations of plants and animals that are threatened by urban
encroachment. :

1L MUTUAL BENEFITS

The cooperative management of the Butte Creek properties by CSUC and DFG will emphasize fish and
wildiife species and their habitats, including cottonwood and oak riparian habitats, blue oak woodland
habitat, mixed chaparral habitat, and annual grassland habitat. Additionally, management will
encompass providing limited, improved public access along the corridor. Management issues such as
control of alien species, restoration of impacted habitats and use as an educational resonrce are best
addressed with a partnership approach.

IIL PURPOSE

The purpose of this agreement is to establish the basis of a cooperative partnership of peaple,
organizations, and facilities with the common need to their individual abilitics to manage the property.

Iv. RESPONSIBILITIES

L The California Department of Fish and Game agrees:
A, To provide warden patrols to protect the tesources of the preserves.
B. To provide ather resources through a mutual agreement when the assistance of

DFG would provide the mast appropriate suppott.
€. Tocooperate in the development and implementatton of projects.

0.
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The Research Foundation, California State University, Chico agrees:

A, To provide day to day services to protect, restore, and enhance the resources of
the preserves.

B. To cooperate in the development and implementation of projects.
C. To initiate 2 management plan to be followed with agreement of both agencies,

The DFG and CSUC mutually agree:

A To work cooperatively to develop management proposals that improve and
enhance riparian habitats for fish and wildlife species:

B. To cooperatively develop a mutually approved long range management strategy
for the area. '

C. To manage for resource valyes such as recreation where the development of the
values are consistent and compatible with the fish and wildlife emphasis of the
area.

D.

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED AND UNDERSTOOD BY THE PARTIES THAT:

Specific studies, activities or projects which involve the transfer of money, services or property
betrween the parties 1o this MOU will require execution of scparate agreements or contracts.
Each subsequent agreement or arrangement involving the transfer of money, services or property
between the parties to this MOU must comply with all applicable statutes and regulation,
including those statutes and regulations applicable fo procurement activities, and must be
independently authorized by appropriate statutory authority.

Nothing in this agreement shall be construed as obligating the parties to expand appropriations or
to enter into any coniract or other obligation,

This instrument is neither a fiscal nor funds obligation document. Any endeavor involving
reimbursement or contribution of funds between the parties to this instrument will be handled in
accordance with applicable laws, regulations, and procedures including those for Government
procurement and printing. Such endeavors will be outlined in separate agreements that shall be
made in writing by representatives of the parties and shall be independently authorized by
appropriate statutory authority. This instrument does not provide such authority. Specifically,
this instrument does not establish authority for non-competitive award to the cooperator of any
contract or other agreement. Any contract or agreement for training or other services must fully
comply with all applicable requirements for competition.

This MOU in no way restricts either party from participating in similar activitics or arraignments
with other public or private agencies, organizations, or individuals.
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5. Madification within the scape of this MOU shall be made by the issuance of a bﬂaterally
. executed modification prior to any changes being performed.

5. This MO may '»¢ termintted in whale or in part by mutual zgreement of the partics at any time
hefore the date of expiration.

7. This MOU is executed as of the last da‘be‘shown below and expires on March 1, 2004 at which
time it will be reviewed and renewed pending approval of the parties.

VI  PRINCIPAL CONTACTS
The principal contacts for this ingtrument are:

Banky Curtis

CA Dopartment of Fish and Game

Sacramento Valley-Central Sierra

1701 Nirbus Rd., Suite A

Eancho Cordova, CA 95670
916-358.2900

Scott McNall
Provost end Vice President for Academic Affairs
Califomia State University, Chico
Chice, CA 95929-0110 :
| 530-898-6101 .

IN WITNESS WI_-IERBO-F, the partics hereto, bave executed this agreement ag of March 1, 1999,
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BMHH@%EK

WATERSHED COHSERUANCY
P.O. Box 1611, Chico CA 95927-1611

Linda Meyers
554 Honeyrun Road
Chico, California 95928

Re: Myers Property Acquisition (Asking Price - $229,000)

Upon acquisition of grant funding, proper appraisal by fiunding agencies (fander), and
approval of the Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy Board of Directors, the Buite Creek
Watershed Conservancy (buyer) is interested in purchasing from seller the approximately
10-acre parcel located at 554 Honeyrun Road, Chico, California. The undersigned have read the
foregoing and agree to work cooperatively in this process.

LA

James Chatles “Chuck™) Kutz Date
uite Cregk Watershed Conservancy

%&o wid azas

]\de&‘M/ ers (seller Dhate
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" G. Mathias Kondolf, Ph.D.

Gaomarphalogy. Hydrelegy, and Walar Resources

23 March 199%

Profesgor Don Holtgrieve

Department of Geography and Planning
California State University, Chice
Chico, California %5929-0425

Dear Don,

I have reviewed the aerlal photos and visited the Honey Run
Unit alcng Butte Creek. It appears to be a good candidate for
upland restoration and I see nc reason to delay upland
restoration there pending outcome of the fluvial geomorphic
study,

If you have any questions, pleage contact me at the number
below.

Sincerely yours,

~“G. Mathias Kondolf, Dh.D

2241 Ward Street. Berkelay, CA 94705 Phone (510} 644-8381  FAX (510) 486-1210
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CSU, Chicp Research Foundation
- California State University, Chico
Chics, California 95923-0870

(330) 828-2044; FAX: (530} 893-5504

April 12, 1999

Butte County Board of Supervisors
Beeler, Dyviys, Dolan, Houx and Josmssen
23 County Center Drive

Qroville, CA 95965

Kristin Cooper Carter, Couordinator
Environmental Resooirce Program
Office of Sponsored Programs

- California State University, Chico
Chica, CA 95929-0870

Dear Supervisors Beeler, Dav;s Dolan, Houx and Tos1assen

In compliance with the requu-ements of the CALFED Bay-Delta ngram 5
Ecosystemn Restoration Program and Strategic Plan 1999 Proposal Solicitation
Package, we are formally noufymv you of the submission of eight grant -
applications that reside e;chcr in part or fully within the boundar:es of Butte -

. County .

A list of the proposals submitted follows:

1. Upper Butte Creek Road Management Improvement Project

2. Butte Creek Watershed Education Program

3. Cherokee Watershed Sediment Transport and Water Qualiry. Ana.ly51s

4. Butte Creek Howard Slough Riparian Restoration

5. Development of @ Watershed Management Strategy for Lirtle Ch]co
Creelk Watershed, Phase [ and 111 .

6. Watershed Coordination for Big and Litde Clucc Creelks :

7, Buite Creek Acquisition, Revegetation, and Restoration Assessment

Project ’

8. Sacramcnto Valley: Eastside Sma]l Sueams -

Executive summaries of all of these proposals will be forthcoming. -

If you have any questmns about these proposa.ls please fecl free to call my
Ofﬁce at (330) 898-5026.

Sincerely,

istin Cooper Carter :
cc. Butte County Planning Department
Thomas Parilo _
Project Coordinators
Jeff Wright
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CSZI C}ucs Research Foundation
California- State Limiversity, -Chico
) Chizo, Califermia 95929-0870
(‘*D\ 8954044 FAX (s G) §92-6304

April 12, 1999

: Tom Parilo-
Butte County Planmng Department
7 County Center Drive
Orovﬁle CA 95965

. Kristin Cooper Carter, Coordinator =
Environmental Rescurce Program
Office of Sponsored Programs

- - California State University, Chico -

' C}uco CA_95629-0870

Dem ‘Vlr Panl@

- In comphance wnh the requxrernents of the CALFED Bay—Delta Program s

- Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan 1999 Proposal Solicitation

-Pickdge, we are formally noufymfr you of the submission of eight.grant
appl;cations that reside gither in part or ﬁllly within {he boundarles of Butte
County

A list of the’ proposa]s submitted follows:
-+ I Upper Butte Creek Road Management Improvement Prq;ect
. 2. Butte Creek Watershed Educatmn Program
© - 3. .Cherokee Watershed Sediment Transport and Water Quality AnalVSIS
4. Butte Creek Howard Slough Riparian Restération
3. Development of a Watershed Management Strategy for Little Cl‘uco
- Creek Watershed, Phase 11 and Tf1.
6. Watershed Coordination fer Big and Little Chico Creeks
7. Butte Creek Acquisition, Revegetaticn, and Restoration Assessment
Project . S
8. Sacramento Vallcy Easts1dc Small Streams. -

_Exe-:utwe surnrmaries of all of these proposa]s will ke forth'com‘ing'

If you have any questions about {huse proposais pleasc feei free to cail my
offlcc at (530) 898-5026.

5 lncerely R

Kristin Cooper Carter
Butte County Board of Supervisors.
Project Coordinators :
Jeff erght

I —016455
[-016455



OMB Appreval No. 0348:0043

APPLICATIONFOR = [%oeewawie

e S Applicant Identifier
B/99 - . '
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE . L .
1. T¥PE OF SUBM|53|DN R 2. DATE REQEIVED BY STATF State Applicanf ldantifier
Appfeaatian Preappiication - - : .

O Construction

% Non-Consiruction [] Mon-Construction

-] Construction 4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL ACENCY

Faderal identifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Mama: ‘ The C8U,.Chido Research Foundation

Organizationa! Unit

Addrass [give cily cuuiniy, stale. ano 2p code)
Kendall Hafl, Reom 1" 4 ’
CSU, Chice X

. Chico, CA 95828-087C.

Mame ang telzphona numrber- cf persan tc be conlactad .on marters |n‘.rurwrg ihls
application igive arga cods)

Technical; Or Cionald ‘-iokgreeve wSCJ 2RG-5TEY
Budgetary. Krigtin Cogper-Carter: ¢530) 898-5026 -
Contractual: irg:nia Sturr; (5300 398-5700

&. EMPLOYER (DENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN):

et -l e[ el s a0e]

8. TYPE GF APPLICATIGN:
LK NQ';\I - [ Gantinuasion L Revisicn

If Revisian, entsr aarop(iale fetter(s) In hox(es): D ’ El
A, Incrgzse Award B.. Osiraase Award  C. Increass Duration

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (entor appropriate letter In box) m

A Stals W Independent Scroal Dist :

B. Counly © % I - Etate Contrelled Institution of rngher Lesrnng
£ Municipal - J.7 Privala J.mwsrs\l,v -

D. Tawnship - K. Indian Tribe

E.  Intersizie L. Indivicual

F. Intermuanicipal . . M. Profit Qrgarizslicn

G, N. - Otrar. (Specify;

Special Distct

. D.. Drerease Duration - Other {soeciy):

9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
’ | CalFed

10, CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

CT-CLL]

TITLE:

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT 5 PROJECT:
Butte Creek Acy msmcn Revagetai on and Restorat:on Assessmenl

12 ARSAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT [c:'uee cn(mnus, srRres, oic.j!
- Butte County
13. PROPOSED PROJECT: 14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: L
StartCaler | Ending Dater a. Applicant © . : b, Project S
0o 98 Mar 0z 2 - o e
15. ES‘[IMATED FUNDING ) 16, 1S APPLICATION SUEJECT TC REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
a~ Federal . . s A48 543 00 ORDER 12372 PROCESS? -
- : ) : a. YES. THIS PREAPPLIGA'HONIAPPUCATION WAS MADE
b Applcamt - ¥ e . e AVAILABLE TO THESTATE EXEGUTIVE ORBER mrz
T o . . & : PROGEES FOR REVIEW ON;
= Sate . - 5 ’ oo .
. T - ) DATE -
4 Locai - - R R o 00
o AT ) b NO. X PROGRAM IS NOT :ovcaED BY £.0. 12372
a Other ) AN AT . . ' ) 00 [7] | OR PROGRAM HAS NOT EEEN SELECTED BY STATE
. : . - FOR REVIEW -
. Progean’ \nc_nme - 5 g . 00 . : - .
D ] 17. |3 THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
4 TDTAL : . § I 445 e300 [C ves I “Yes,"'aﬂach an explanation. © - - A No

ASSISTANCE 1S AWARDELD.

18. TO THE EEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA [N THIS APPLICATIONIPREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND. CORRECT. THE DOCUMENT HAS
REEN ULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERN!NG BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL SOMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASS!JRANCEE IF THE

a. Typed Mame of Authorized Represenative - ) to Tille
(,'\ Jeff Wright

¢, Telephonz numoer

Director, Office of Spansared Programs (530) 898-5700

d S\gnature af Authlc PT/Tpreserlahve

¢ Date Signed

Rl

* Pravions. 'Ec'itium
. Altharized for L u n .

I —01

Stansre Form 424 (REV. 4-32)
Prascribad by OMB Circular A+102
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BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Cﬁhstructlon'Programs‘

oMB 'ftpprdval No, (346-0544

‘Grant Pragiam . camlug.oi Federai | : Estimaﬁﬂ_ Unobiigated Funds ' T Newor Heviééd"sudgei
Funstian - fomestic Assistance ) . : . . = - : -
or Activity RS Number . - | .. . Federal " Mon-Federal - Federal . Non-Federal S Tatal
@ : b} i G : dy.. ts) SRR | N {g]
; . . . $ s . 5. JEFE L . .
1. Pliasel -  $158,872 |7 $150,672
2. Phassll : R S 7 . $iose3E| - Co - $105,236
5. Phasell - : IR N B o segose| - R & - $63,058
s Phasw - S : R b gvases| A . $73,668
5 - Project Managemen . T I E L $44,909 L _ 544,909
TOTALS ' 30 " g0 $a46,543 30 : $446,543

.E.DBJECTGI.ASSICATE.GORIES ' I Prse! .¢2) j .P‘hasell Prasall__ [(a)  Phaseiv - (5) Ménagemm
2. Pérsonnel : oo sazes P ssrere|® . gimase [©  gossB0 $15,904 $101,845
‘b, Frings Bansits S R N ET _' ' $7.044 | . $5796 | . §7.468 - $5.087 ' $26,529
L - S 8300] - $500 . '$500 %500, o $1,800
o Eqroment ) S Co ses00f . siopeo| . T R | 518,500
. e Supplies o ST w100 o $500 . %500 - §500 $4,300 © $5,900
i Conwrasteal : T szeoo. $30,000 | . $eso00 | - . 12,800 - $65,600
5. Construction LT RS ' : - 828,876 ] _ oo _ . §2B,876
hooter T sisen| "ss,naa_. - AR B S 8155,000 |
" 1. Total Diract Chargas (sumf:vfsaﬂ"«) _ . 8158090 |- _,389,555 . $55,290 | $62,924 ©ssetel | . . $403,850
j. ‘todiect Charges . 81,582 ‘ §15,881 | 57,767 | - $10,744 88,717 - $42,691

K TOTALS. {sum ol 6 arc §) $159.672 | $63,067 $73,668°, $44,008 [ $448,541

£105,238

7. PROGRAMN INGOME

Standard Fom 4344 (Pev. +-92)
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CSi, C}nco Research Foundation _
California State Umiuersity, Chico

.- Chico, California 85928-0870

{530 898-4044; FAX:{530) 898-6804

‘Indirect costs are thoge costs that cannot by their nature be specified on a
project by project basis in the same way that line item direct costs can.. -

Generally, indirec’t costs are those that suppert project activities, as compafed o,
those that are directly related to specific project tasks. Universities establishran-

- indirect cost rate with the Federal Government by following the | approprlate
provisions of OMB Circular A-21. This circular was officially modified and

_re:ssued on May 8, 1996, which, among other things, changed the term "mdlrect
costs” to “Facilities and Admindstrative (F&A) Costs.” The circular spells out - .

two methods for determiining such costs: We use the “Szmphfled Method” for -
institutions with less than $10 million in awards annually ffom the Federa! -

. Government. Currently, we have two rates approved by our Health and
‘Human Services Regional Office (Reglon IX) contacts: 42% of salaries’ and
wages for on-campus projects and 18.5%. of salaries and wages for _nffwcampus '
projects. May Wong (415-556-1704) is our contact and can provide you with -
verification of our rate which her office approves after rewewmg our fmanmai _
statements

Typmally indirect costs are mtended to generally cover costs such as faallhes
(including the space itself as well as utilities and janitorial services), general
admml.strahon Insurance, “infrastructure” (for mstance, avallab:lhty of such
resources as library holdings and other resources—e.g,, access o electronic

databases, communication links, computing backbone, and the like), grant and. |

contract managernent services, cost of advancmg funds for projects which pay '
in arrears and similar costs.

| —0164509
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U.8. Department of the lnterior

Cerlifications Regarding Debarment, Suspenéier_\ and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
' Requirements and Lobbying

L

Persons Signing this form showld refer to the reguiations

rsfatencad below for ¢omplete instructians;

Certification Regaraing Debarmant, Suspension, and Other
Responsibility. Mallers - Frimary Covered Transactions - The
praspective primary participant  further agress by

submitiing this proposal that It will inciude the clause -
titled, "Certification. Regarding Daebarment, Suspansion,

lnahglbility and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tler Covered
Transaction.” provided by the department or sgency

entering . into . this . coverad - transaction, witheut -

modification, in all lower tier covered tramsacticns and [n
2ll salicitatiens for lower tier covared transactions. Ses
pelow for languagn to be used: use his fafm for certification
and sign: or use Degarment of the Interior Form 1954 {Di-

1954), (See _Appaﬂdlx Aof Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12,;

Cértiﬁcation Regarding 'Debarment Suspension, !naligibility

~and Volunfary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transactions -

(See Appenduc 8 of Subpart O of 42 CFR Part 12)

Cartification Regarding Drig-Free Workplace Requirements -

Altenate |. (Grantees Cther Than Individuals) and Altamnate
il. {Granteses Wha are Individuals) - [See Appendix C of
Subpart D of 43 CER Part 12) .

" Signature: on -this form provid#s for oan{pl"arcg with
certification requirements under 43CFR Parts 12 and18: The o
certificationts, shall be treated 23 a materal reprasantation of .

fact vpor which reliance will te placed when the Depantmen
of the Interior determinegs to awsrd tng covered transaclion,
grant, cooperatrve agreemient ar-iaan.

PART A:

Cer‘ufcatmn Regardmg Debarment; Suspension, and Other Responsxblhty Maners -
_Primary Ceverad Transactlons ' '

S CHECK_E:‘:— miS_C._R'E'FJCATION 15 FOR A FRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION ANG IS APPLICABLE.

(1} Th_a prospactive p:imary paﬂicipaﬂt cadifias 1o the best of iis knowledge and beiie? that it'and il prinéipafS' .

"Are not presently debarred, suspended proposed for dabarment dediared me!ig ble ar voluntarﬂy exc\uced from

Have ngtwithin 3 thrag-year period preceding (his proposal beer c'cnvicted afar héc a cwil judgment renderad sgainst
them for commisslot. of fraud ar a criminal offgnse in connedlion with eblaining. attempting to obtain, arperfordiiing
a public (Federal, State or loeal) ransaction or contract under @ putlc. transaction: viclatien of Fedasal or State

) ar:imust stztutes cr commission of embezziemnent, theft, forgery, brlbery, falsification or destruction of recerds, makmg_

Are no’t Dresentlv indictec fer or sthenrwisa criminall ly or-civilly cha'ged by & governmental enlity (.—gderai sta!e ar

“locat) th commission of any of the cifanses enumeraled in paragranh 1) (b) af tn s zerificstion; and

Aa)
covered transasiions by any Federa! department ar agency;
)
) ‘alse stalements. or receiving stolen property;
(@
{d)

Have nal within a three-year period prer.:ﬂd ng this applncatloﬂproposal had ane or mcr= puhllc Iransactions (C“de-‘ﬂl

-State or local) teminatad for cause of defailt

(2] Wherg lhe p'ospedlve primary parhclpant is unabte 10 certify tC any of the siatements in thig cartification. sueh prospeclive:
participant shail attach an explanahon to this propcsa[ : :

" PART 8;

Certification Flegardmg Debarment, Suspensmn Enallgfbifrty and V‘olun‘tary Exchusion -
" lLower Tier Cavered Transactions

CHECK__IF THIS GER TIFICATICN fS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED T'P.ANSACTICN AND 15 APALICABL 5

(1 The prospective lower lier participgnt certifies, by submission of this propoual that neither it ner its principals is presently
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, deciared ineligible, or voluntarily’ excitdad from garticipation in this
transaction by any Federal department or agency. : - -

(2) Wherethe prospect.ve lower tier parlicipant 1s unabie to centify to any of the stalemenls in thig ‘.El'llﬂcallon such prospastive
’ parhcapant snall attach an explanailon 1o this proposal, : .

[SR{T1Y
e 1328
m.. i..-. napalidaras 05 £953, O i!ﬂ
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PART T Certification Regarding Urug-Free Wérkplace Requirements

Ailernata [

GHEGKE IE TEIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN ABPUICANT WHQ IS NOT AN INDIVIDUAL. .
7y

(Granlees Other Thar Individuals)

A, The grantee certines that d will or continue to provide a dmc-fr workplace By!

e

{ay

(el

{f)

mﬁ

Putiishing a stalement notifying empleyees thal the un! awfu\' manufacture, distributicn, disgensing, passession, or use

af d controtied substanca s prohibitad inthe grantee’s wcrkplace and :.pec.f,'mg the actions 1hat will be laken agamst :
’ nmployeea far vxolauoﬂ af such prohibition;

ﬁsiaclashnng an angoing drug- ree awareness fFrogram lo mrcrm empioyr.e: aboul~

(1} The dangers of drug abuse in the workptace;

© {2} The grantee’s poiicy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

(3} Any availabis dn:g counsefing, rehabiltation, and smployee assistance programs; and

{4 The penalties- that may be imposed upon employees for daxg abuse v?nlations eczurring i the wurkuleca'

: Maklng it a requirement that esch employee (o be 2n gageu_ in:the ;erforname of the: grart o grverl a r:.opy of the

stale"nﬁ:nl required by parggraph (a)

Netlfy-ng the employee inthe slatemenl requirad by, pafagruph ia) that, as s CQﬂd\*Jﬂﬂ c\femplawmem mder *he grar‘l
the empiayse will -
(1). ] Abide by .the terms or the s;atemen! ard

{2) . Notify the emiplayar in writing of his or her ccrviction for a violation of 3 mmmaf drug slatt_tﬂ acr:urr'nf' in lhe .

“workgplace no later than five calendar days after such -,onulclior

; Nolrfylrg the agancy jn writing, within tan calerdar days zhec recesving notice under subparagraph gd)(?'\ fromran -

amployee or otherwise receiving zctual notize of such canviglion. Employers si-convicied smployeas must DT')\l'I-dE

“nctics, including positicn lite. to ewery -grant officer on whose grant activity He convicted emplayee Was working,
-‘unless the Federal agency has designated a central paint for the receipt of such nolices. Matice shall mclude. tha

identification number;(a, of each aFecied grant:

Taking ore of the fcllawing actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving ‘TCUC& under subparagrzpt (d)("; wnh
respect 1o any emplayes whe is so convicted ~

(1} Taking appropriate personnel action ageinst such an employes, up 1o aud mdaamg te‘mmahon. scnsaslent with '.

the requirements of the Rehzbilitation Ad of 1973, as amerded; gr

{2} Reguiring such employes to paricipals satisfaciarily in 2 drug abuze asgistance or reha_bimai‘.an program

approved for such purposes by a Feceral, Sta ‘e, of lozal health, Faw enfcrcement_ or glher gppropriate agency; -

Making a good faith effort to centinue ta maintain a drug-free warkplace thiough implementation of paragraphs (a)

(b), (=), {d), (e} and ()

8. The gran( may inser in the space provldPC kelow the Slle[s for ahe performance cfwnrk done in connecticn wilh khe "
spacsfc grant .

_Place of Performance (Skrest address, cily, county, étate“ zip codej

But te CountLy

Chack

if there are workplaces on file that are naot identified here..

PART D: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Raquirements

CHECK__IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APRLICANT WHO 15 AN INCIVIDUAL.
K : -

_Alternate Il (Grantees Whq Are Individuais)

ta}

RO}

The grantze cerlifies thal, as a conditlon of the grant, he ar sﬁe will Tl engage in_the unlawful manur’ac*ure._

distribution, dlspensmg passassion, or-use aof a controlled substance in cenducting any activity with the grant

If convicted of a eriminal drug offerse rasulling from a vioiatian oceurring during the candugl of any grant activity, he
or she will report the canviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the canvicion, o the grant officer or othar

designee, uniess the Federai agency d35|gnales a central pomt lor the receipl cfsuch aptices. When raotice is made -

U PR
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PART E Cer-uﬁcation Regardlng Lobby:ng

Cert:f’catmn for Centraets, Grants, Learié, and Cooperafive Agreemento .

C"{ECK i CER'JTF{CA'I’ION 1§ FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWTNG AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS $160.000; A FEDERAL GRANT OR CQUPERATIVE AGREEMENT.
SUBCONTRACT, O-‘? SUBGRANT UNCER THE GFANT 0OR CGOPERATWE AGREEMENT k

. CHECK _IF ‘CERTIFICATION IS FOR’ THE AWARD Or"ﬁ FEDERAL
LOAN EXCEEDING THE AMOUNT OF 5750,000, OR A SUBGRANT OR,
SUBCONTRAUT EXCEEDING $165,000, UNDER THE LOAN, 1

The unders gnec cemhes lo the t:esl of h|s or her know1edce aﬁd bmlnf that:

13)

~{1) Mo Federal approar Aled Junds haue beaen pcld or will 'be paid. by or an behalf of the undmrsmned te any persdn for
mﬂum-cmg or attempting (e influenca an officer or empiovee of 2n agency.-a Memiber of Congress, and officer or employes

‘of Corngress, or 20 employee of & Mérmber of Congress.in connection with the award.ng of gny Federal caiiragt, the méking
of any ! ede:raJ grant, the making of any Fedaral loan, the entering info ol any cocperative agreement; and the exRignwcn,
ccnanuauon renewai a”ne'w;,.man! cr rnodmcatson of ary Federal cwn(rcct grari, Ican af cocperanwz agreemnwt

If arly f.mds otherfﬁan Feceral appmonated funag have b=ev1 paic or.will be pa\d te ary person far. mﬂuercmg of atlemplmg

te influence ar officer or empleyee of any agency. 8 Member of Congress, an officer.or empldyes of LCongress, ofan
" employge of a-Member of Congrass in ‘connestion v&‘r' this Federal contract, grant, lean; or co‘oaﬂrat_rve_agr_eeme'n_p_ the.” "
© undérsigred’ shall. COm[JIEtE snd submit- Standard Forris LLL DlEChJSUI’E Fom to Rnport Loabyino in acs:crdanoe with_.ris

mSl[m}UQHS

The undersngned sﬂal\ requura thal 1ha \anguage af thig camﬁcahor- te included inthe award decumer\(f for ail subawards

" at alt fiers {including subcaniracts, subgrants, &nd conirzets Gnder granis, loans, and cocparauve agreemerla) and that all

subrec:plems shall certify zesordingly. )

This ceaikcalian is & mate*aal re;:resentat:un of fam Lpen w“uch reliance was piaced whan h|s \ransa:tnon ‘was tnade or entered
mm Submission of ims ceﬂlﬁc‘_atlon is @ praraquisile far "r.ak.r'g o0 entermg into this transgction lmposed by Sectien 1352, fitle’
LuUs, Code.” Any persan whe fails to file the required cerlf fication sha'l be subject 10 a &ivi per:ally of nat less than 510 OOO
amj net mere than $100,000 for E_cC"l such, failura ) . :

As'the authotized cedifying official, | heraby cedify hat the abct.ce' specilied certifications 2ra true.

. SIGNATURE OF AUTHDRIZED GERTIFYlNe" OFFICIAL: %M /{,M

N

Jeff erght, D1rector, Off ce of Sponsored Programs -

TYPED NAME AND TITLE

:DATE

4-12-99

| —016462
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. : . QOME App_rcv@t Mo, 0348-C04¢
ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGHRAMS -

¢ reporting burden for this CGIIEC'!OH ¢f informaticn ie estimated o avarage 15 minutes par responsa, including time for revigwing
ictions, searching existing data sousces, gathering and mairtaining the data nesded, and cormglet ng and raviewing lhe collection off.
nation. Send commaents regarding the burdea estimate or any other aspect of this collectien of infarmation, inciuding suggestions for
sing this burcen, lothe Ofﬂra of Manag=men‘ and Budget, Papprwork Reduction Project k0348 0040) Washington, DC 203503,

‘ASE DO NOT HETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
iDIT 7O THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

IGTE: Genain of these assurances may not e appiicable to your projec* or program. If you have guestions, pleaze condact the
awarding agency. ‘Further, certair. Federal awarding agenc 15 may require appl cants to cedify to additional assuranges, lf sdch_
is the case, you will be notiied,

» duly autrarzed representative of the applicant, | cer{ih} tratthe applicant:

1.

* mouse; {f) the Compranensive Alcobel Apuse and
af the United States and, i agprcpriate, the Siale, . Alcoholism. Prevantion, Trga:ment and Rehabilitation
threugh any aulhorizéd représentative, access | end Ast af "19Y0 (P L. 9°-816), as amendad, relating . to
the right lo examine all recorcs, books, papers, or - nondischiminaticn on the asis of ~zleohct abuse ar
docurmernts refated ¢ the award: and will eslablish a " alcohalism; {g) §§52% and 527 of the Puslic Healtn
proper accounting system in accardance with genaraly - Servica Act of 1912 (42 U.5.C. §§200 ¢c-3 and 290 ee
. accepted accounling standa:ds or agancy diractives., ' 3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of aleahcl
. ' . . .and crug sbuse patient records; (h) Title Vit of the

3. .\Will establish safeguards to pronitit employess from Givit Rights Act of 19€8 (42 L.S.C. '§§3601 et.saq.), as
using thetr pasitions for a purposes thal corstiutes or amandsd, relating to nondls\.nmln aticn in the saig,
presents the aspearance o! personal or arganizational rental or financing of housmg S fi) any. other

© confiict of intsrest, crpersanakgéin. ’ ’ ' nendiscrimination. provisions in the spacilic statute(s)
. o - under which application for Federal assistance 1s being

4. wiil initiate and complete the woric within the applicable made; and, () the reguirements” of . any .other .
time frame after recelat of approval of the awarding ‘andiscrimination statute(s} which may apply to the
agengy. applscauon : .

5. Will comply with the intergovammenta! Personns! Act of Wil compiy, ar has aready compiled, with the
1970 (42 U.S.C. §§4728-4763) rel'ating to prescribed requirements, of Titles i and 1N cl_ the WUniform
‘standards fof merit systems for programs’ funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Froperty Agquisiticn -

‘one of. the 13 slamtes or regulations spedified in Paiicies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-648} which. provide for
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for 2 Merit System of falr and equitable treatment of persons displaced o -
Personins! Administration (5 C.F.A. 80C, Subpa#t F). whose property is acquired as a result of Federal or

‘ : . : faderally-assisted programs. Thess raquirements apply
6. Wil comply with all Federal statutes relating to to all interasts in rael property acguirsd for praject

ius Edition Qsabie

Has fhe lagal 2uthority to apply ‘or Federal éssistance
and the jnstitutioral, managerial ard financigl capabiity

(including funds sufficiert to pay the nen-Federal skare. )
of project cast) to angure praper planning, management -
“and completion of the prdject cescrbed ir this

apoplication;

Will give the awarding agéncy, the Cohptrcﬂer Genera!

nendiscrimiriation, These include but are nat limited to
(a} Title V! of the Civit Rights Act of 1984 {P.L. 88-352)
which prohibils discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national “origin: (B) THe X of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended {20 U.5.C. §§1831-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (¢} Sectien 504 of the Rehabilitation

Autharizad far [ aral Ranendisction

Aot of 1973, as amedicec (29 U.5.C. §794), which’

orchibits discrmination.en the basig ef handicaps; {4}

the Age Discrminaton Act of 1375, as_._amended 4z .
CU.8.C. 84B101:8107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis ‘& age; (e the Drug.Abuse Office and °

Treatment Ac: of 1972 (P.L- 92-253), ‘as amended,
relating to neadiscrimination -on {ne basig 2 drug

purposes regardless. of Federal participation in
purchases. :

Wil comply, as appiicabie, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)

which [imit the poifitical activities of employees whase

~ principal employmant activitles are furided in whoie or

in part with Federal funds.
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Wil comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-
Bacon Act {40 UU.S.C. §8278a to. 278a-7), the Copeland Act
(a0 U.8.C. §276¢c and 18 LL8.C. §874), and the Contract
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.8.C. §§327-
333}, regarding labor gtandards - for federally-assisted
corstruction subagreements,’ :

Wikt csmply,' it éppii&able‘ with flood insurance purchase

requirements - of Section 102(a} of the Ficod Disaster

. Protection. Act .of 1973 (P A 83- 234) which requires
racipients in 3 special fiood hazard area to participate in the

program and ta purchase flood.insurance 7 the total cost of -

insurable constructmn and acquls ition IS $10,000 or nare:

Wwill r::_ompiy with envirémrne_ntal standards which may be
prescrivced pursuant tg - the fslowing: {a). institition of
environmental gquality contral. measures under the National
Environmental . Policy Agt of 1869 (P.L.- '$1-190) and
Executive Order {EQ) 11514, (b notification of violating
facilives pursuant to EO 11738, {£) protection of wetiands
‘pursuznt to EQ- 191980; (d) evaluation of fiood Razards in
- floedptams in accordance with B 1198 (e) assurance of
project consisiency with the. appraved. Stale manageman:
program developed onder the Coastal Zone Maragement
Act ol 1872 {15'U.5.C.-§§1437 et:seq.) i confermity of
- Federal acions to State {Clean Alr) Implementation Plans
_under Section 175(c) of the Clean Air Az' of 19335, as
amendad (42 U.S.C, §§7401 £t seq)  {g) Prelection o
undergraund sourcss ¢f dnnking waler. under the Sale
Drinking Water Act of 1974, a3 amended -(P.L, 93-523)
and, (hy protection of endangered species under the
Endangared Specae: Act of 1973, as amended (P.L. €3
203) .

14,

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 {16 U.5.C. 551271 ot seq.) related to protscting
companents of  potential components. ef the rational

-wild and scenic rivers system.

Will assist the awarding agency in gssuring comphance
with Section 108 of the National Historic Preservation

-Act of 1966, as amended (16 1.5.5, $470). EO 11583

{identification and protection of historic properties), and_
the Archasoiogical and Historic Preservation Act af
1974 (16 U.5.C. §§469a—1 et 58q.).

Wil comply with P.L. 93-348 reg'ardmg the pratection cf '
human subjacis involved in research, davelopment, and
ralated activities supported by this award of assistance.

Wil comply with the Laboratory Arimal Weifare Act of
1966 (PL. 88-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. §52131 &
seq.) peraining 1o the care, handiirg, and treatment of
warm giaoded animals he'c_{ for research, maching, Gt
other actmlres Sl..ppol'ted oy this award of assisiance’

will cor’tp\y with the Lead Based Paint Fmsonmn )
Preventidn Act (42 (.8.C. §84801 el s2q) which
profioits the use of lesad: tagsed paint in ganstruction ar
rehzbiiltation’ c{ residence structures

Wil ‘cause to ba performed the ragwired financial and

" corfpliance”audits in accordance wiin the Single Audit:

Ac: Amendments of 1938 arnd OMB Circuizr No. A-133,
“Audits cf Stales, Lecal Ggvernments, and Nun Prafit
Orgamzatmns .

Will compiy wilh atl apphcable I'EQU\I'E‘TTIE""I{S ol al other
Federal laws, éxecdtive oroers. reguiatians, and pohcnes

governmg this program.
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